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In 2018 the John Muir Trust revealed that wind turbines can be seen from almost half of Scotland's land 
mass, but the ones | pass every day are more often stationary than turning. By the laws of physics, the 
efficiency of onshore wind cannot be more than 30 per cent. | have not found a single value-for-money 
analysis of wind power. What is the cost and what emissions are saved? 


The justification seems to be: we must do something to reduce human emissions, and wind power, when it 
works, is sustainable, so let's fill our hills and inshore seas with turbines. We are told that wind power has 
become cheaper. Mass-produced turbine blades have, but most of the cost is in gathering the electricity 
and transmitting it, as well as the costs involved in its intermittency. New offshore wind farms are further 
from shore and in deeper water, with increased infrastructure costs. 
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When wind turbines are turning, so are the turbines in gas power stations, waiting for the wind to drop, 
which involves cost and emissions but no electricity generation. We subsidise fossil fuel power stations to 
support subsidised renewables. Could anything be sillier? In comparison with fairly low-emission and 
reliable modern gas generation, the costs work out at about double for onshore and triple for offshore. 


Cash-rich international companies bidding for concessions are asking for smaller subsidies, but they attract 
investors hoping to look eco-friendly and are assured of good returns as domestic power prices soar due to 
government policy. It is a vicious circle bound to increase fuel poverty. 


The other sad fact is that limited emissions are saved. We should include the embedded emissions in the 
manufacture of steel in places such as China where coal power is used, and the fossil fuels involved in the 
construction, maintenance and decommissioning of wind farms, plus the emissions involved in balancing 
the grid when the wind drops. 


Boris Johnson and Nicola Sturgeon, please tell us what emissions (if any) are actually saved? We 
religiously industrialise our countryside with wind "farms" and chop up birds and bats when the turbines are 
at full speed. If this is the collateral damage required to "save the planet", would politicians please produce 
the value-for-money justification to go with our rising energy bills? 


David Stark is the author of Climate Change for Young People: An Antidote to Eco-anxiety, to be published 
this year 


We subsidise fossil fuel to support subsidised renewables. It's just silly 
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